The last fifteen years has seen a proliferation of studies and the emergence of a promising field of research in what could be called disciplinary discourse studies or the study of discourse and disciplinarity, using a range of more or less linguistic theoretical tools (register analysis, genre analysis, various varieties of discourse analysis, socio-cultural theory, social semiotics, and, more recently, multimodality). Such studies have engaged with the discursive construction of knowledge in a range of disciplines. As the editors of this collection rightly point out, however, there has been a tendency to emphasize the discourse of science in this emergent field of inquiry, so it is a welcome sight to see attention being directed to a humanities discipline such as history. There have, of course, been exceptions to this trend and one thinks here of some of the work of Bazerman (e.g. Bazerman 1981 ) and Swales's engaging textography of his Michigan workplace (Swales 1998) , as well as Lee's study of the gendered construction of school geography using a post-structuralist discourse analytic approach (Lee 1996) . All of this work has of course been influential and formative in work on academic literacies, language for specific purposes, language for academic purposes, and language across the curriculum.
In the introduction, Martin and Wodak make a convincing case for the theoretical complementarity of critical discourse analysis (CDA) and systemic-functional linguistics (SFL) and indeed the two theoretical traditions are intertwined in ways that call out for a historical investigation in its own right à la Hymes and Fought's classic treatment of American Structuralism (Hymes and Fought 1981) . Typically, SFL has been the grammatical theory of choice in CDA and the grammatical metalanguage employed is more often than not derived from it. The innovations of CDA have been in the area of linking language to the broader social context, analysing pervasive power structuring in language, the theorizing of language as social practice, and a broadening of the scope of the term discourse: CDA sees discourse in fact as a form of social practice. From a classic SFL point of view, this might be seen at times as done at the expense of a comprehensive and rigorous grammatical analysis. However, in any mapping of the current state of linguistic analysis these theoretical perspectives must be positioned closely together.
Despite the promise of theoretical complementarity in the introduction, individual contributions to the collection tend to take one or other perspective, leaving the reader free to judge the points of connection. Martin starts with a chapter which clearly displays the contribution that current work in Sydney School SFL can make to the analysis of the discourse of history through making explicit the textual resources available for particular kinds of meaning-making, here the discursive construction of time, linguistic technologies of abstraction, cause, value, and argument. White's contribution, the first from a subsection entitled 'the recent past' and again from a SFL perspective, makes a slightly contentious claim for media reporting as a 'first draft of history'. This left me wondering how a historian, for whom media texts would be more likely part of the source evidence for the historical account than the historical account itself, would view this claim. Some instances of first draft history do however spring to mind, such as some of the writing of George Orwell or John Reed's Ten Days that Shook the World (Reed 1977) : if the journalist is in the right place at the right time, there is indeed it seems a possibility to contribute a first draft of history.
Anthonissen, taking a CDA perspective that draws explicitly on SFL, develops the theme introduced by White: that news reporting is a form of historiography as well as a type of evidence, especially when one considers the impact of censorship on news reporting and a profitable area of study for current and future historians as well as discourse analysts. There are interesting currents in post-colonial historiography which emphasize the discursive constructedness of the historical account (cf. Bhabha 1990; Washbrook 1999; Chaturvedi 2000) . It is a short and potentially productive step from post-colonial discourse analyses of the historical text to the kinds of discourse analysis outlined here, suggesting the possibility that historians might benefit more systematically from drawing on linguistically informed discourse analytic perspectives in the analysis of historical textual sources (for example as in this chapter the censored newspapers of late-Apartheid South Africa). Just as linguistics has made important contributions to the law, leading to the specialized field of forensic linguistics, one can imagine a similar potential contribution to historical investigation.
Benke and Wodak, in a chapter illustrating the Vienna School's discourse historical approach, introduce a sub-section on 'the distant past' with a chapter arising out of their research into the discursive construction of memories of the Third Reich and World War II, drawing on work in narrative analysis, but also explicitly linking their analytic categories to SFL. In this paper, CDA converges closely with historical methodology in the analysis of oral accounts and their contribution to the historical account, and it does so around such issues as forgetting and the manipulation of memory, topics widely discussed in relation to oral sources and evidence in history (e.g. Passerini 1987; Portelli 1981 Portelli , 2003 . Menz presents two narratives of Austria's past, arguing that 'there is not one past but many different pasts which are reconstructed by experts and non-specialists according to their interests and values'. This resonates strongly with work by Wertsch on competing voices in historical discourse (see below). Menz, although writing ostensibly about the distant past, focuses his analysis on how historical accounts circulate and are authorized in everyday discourse. He characterizes in some detail (p. 142) the characteristics of the Vienna School discourse historical approach, in which it is clear to see how CDA enriches systematically the scope of context in the analysis, going from context into text, rather than vice versa. In some sense Blommaert's chapter is the wild card in the pack theoretically, as it comes out of an intellectual tradition that is neither CDA nor SFL; it draws rather on linguistic ethnography with a distinct Chicago inflection to produce a more dynamic practice-orientated account, the practice orientation being evidenced partly in his deployment of the term 'orthopraxy', which is understood as hegemonic practices rather than hegemonic beliefs (p. 177). The textual analysis at the centre of the chapter examines two histories constructed in Zaire, one an autobiography, the other a handwritten history of Zaire.
Flowerdew's chapter focuses on popular history, or rather the consumption of history. It is occasioned by an exhibition on the rise of modern China in the post-independence Hong Kong. There are connections here with Benke and Wodak, whose chapter is also constructed around researching an exhibition. Linguistic choices (describing Tiananmen Square as an incident rather than a massacre) link straight back to Martin's work on appraisal and stance and forward to Coffin's paper on judgement analysis of historical discourse; the chapter also evokes points made concerning silencing and censorship, here self-censorship, in the chapter by Anthonissen. The intersections between historical discourse and present day politics presented here have also been given salience in recent years by phenomena such as riots and anti-Japanese demonstrations in China over the accounts enshrined in Japanese school textbooks of the Japanese invasion of China in the 1930s. This issue is taken up in Barnard's contribution to the collection.
The last section in the collection, and the last two contributions, focus on the discourse of school history. Coffin carries out an appraisal analysis of school history textbooks as a way of understanding the embedding of stance, perspective, and point of view in the text, particularly in relationship to making judgements on the past. This analysis is put to work in different ways: can initial contact between British and Aboriginal Australians be understood as settlement or invasion? Again, judgements on and appraisals of the past can be demonstrated to have a very current political relevance. The political relevance in Barnard's chapter which closes the collection has already been alluded to. Versions of the past, naturalized as fact in the school curriculum can be anything but fact, whitewashing significant historical events. As suggested earlier, just such a case is found in Japanese texts dealing with the period of World War II. Barnard analyses the discourse semantics of a sample of Japanese textbooks, using a corpus-based approach and statistical analysis and developing a Hallidayan transitivity analysis of the construction in the texts of Japanese agency in the bombing of Pearl Harbour.
The collection amply justifies the relevance of the discourse focus to understanding the construction of history, if not demonstrating explicitly the complementarity between CDA and SFL. This could perhaps have been done in a concluding discussion section, although perhaps this is too much to ask of an edited collection, being more suited to a monograph or indeed a doctorate. There are very few solecisms in a well-edited collection, but here are a couple: Anthonissen (p. 95) writes of the three metafunctions which discourse performs often simultaneously. Often? It is hard to imagine any text without the simultaneous presence of ideational, interpersonal, and textual meanings; surely that is the point of the Hallidayan metafunctions? Secondly, it is odd to write, as Flowerdew does on page 210, of doublevoicing without reference to Bakhtin. Speaking of Bakhtin, a notable omission in the collection as a whole is a reference to Wertsch's work on voicing and historical narrative (Wertsch and O'Connor 1994) , even though it is indirectly evoked in a reference by Coffin to a paper by Tanaka (1994) published in a journal theme issue on Narrative and Representation edited by Wertsch. Less linguistic in focus than either the CDA or SFL perspectives here, it is nonetheless a significant part of the theoretical landscape on historical discourse, to which the collection presently reviewed makes a distinctive contribution.
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Reviewed by Mike Baynham University of Leeds, UK As the title of this book promises, it offers an in-depth exploration of a variety of texts and discourses from a multimodal systemic functional perspective. Each chapter offers a grounded approach to a particular aspect of multimodal discourse analysis. The chapters socially situate the text(s) being discussed to make connections across the design (social organization) of a text, a culture's knowledge of itself and the world. The book focuses on the multimodal research of colleagues at the National University of Singapore, much of which is influenced by the theoretical work of Michael O'Toole. This makes a good contribution to understanding how multimodality is being developed differently within different contexts.
The book is organized into three sections, each of which attends to the question of how to research the configuration of modes in a particular medium: the first section is concerned with 'three dimensional material objects in space', the second with 'electronic media and film'. Leaving the more traditional medium to the last, the third section is focused on 'print media'. Each of these sections consists of three research-based chapters that offer a detailed multimodal analysis of a 'text'. Each section also develops and extends systemic functional theory by its application beyond the linguistic.
Chapter 1 by O'Toole opens the first section on three-dimensional material objects in space. He stretches the three Hallidayan semantic meta-functions (Experiential, Interpersonal and Textual) over the Sydney Opera House in search of a grammar of architecture which will help him better understand architectural practices as they are located socially. In Chapter 2, Pang offers a multimodal analysis of an exhibition titled 'From Colony to Nation' at the National History Museum of Singapore. The author uses a systemic functional approach to explore the construction of historical discourses. Safeyaton Alias presents a semiotic study of Singapore's Orchard Road and the Marriott Hotel in Chapter 3 in order to examine the physical instantiation of economic and political discourses.
Section two deals with electronic media. This section opens with Baldry's discussion of an online computer-based system, the Multimodal Corpus Authoring system. Baldry examines the organization of phases and
